Table 8--Receipts of Producer Milk and Related Statistics, by Federal Milk Order Marketing Area, May 2003, with Comparisons

Federal Milk Order Order Number of Producers Receipts of Producer Milk /?;/;riiie D;eilry Component Test of Producer Milk 1/ Somatic Cell
Marketing Area Number Total Change from 2003 2002 Change from Pro dl?(ier Butterfat Non.fat Protein Other Count 1/
Prev. Year Prev. Year Solids Solids

Count Million pounds Percent Pounds Percent Thousand
Northeast 001 16,145 -749 2,177 2,282 -4.6 4,350 3.66 8.67 2.96 5.72 -
Appalachian 005 3,725 -569 551 609 -9.6 4,769 3.59 - - - -
Southeast 007 4,267 -324 625 742 -15.8 4,721 3.50 - - - -
Florida 006 300 50 262 237 10.4 28,138 3.46 - - - -
Mideast 033 10,312 -1,425 1,533 1,735 -11.6 4,797 3.62 8.72 2.98 5.74 331
Upper Midwest 2/ 3/ 030 15,602 2,112 1,937 1,621 19.5 4,004 3.66 8.71 2.97 5.74 321
Central 2/3/ 032 7,990 -1,507 1,479 1,614 -8.3 5,971 3.60 8.73 2.97 5.76 310
Southwest 126 959 102 953 896 6.4 32,070 3.52 8.69 2.95 5.74 282
Arizona-Las Vegas 131 107 -4 283 283 -0.1 85,327 3.54 - - - -
Western 2/ 135 878 89 640 486 31.7 23,508 3.55 8.71 2.99 5.71 -
Pacific Northwest 3/ 124 909 -255 642 690 -7.0 22,790 3.62 8.70 2.99 5.71 -
All Markets Combined 4/ 61,194 -2,480 11,081 11,196 -1.0 5,841 3.61 8.70 2.97 5.73 311

1/ Figures for components other than butterfat are available only for those orders with the component pricing system for paying producers.
Figures for Somatic Cell Count are available only for those orders which adjust producer payments for this item.
2/ Handlers in these marketing areas elected not to pool milk in 2002 due to disadvantageous class and uniform price relationships.
3/ Handlers in these marketing areas elected not to pool milk in 2003 due to disadvantageous class and uniform price relationships.
4/ May not add due to rounding. Figures for Component Test and Somatic Cell Count are the weighted average of the individual market figures.
The weighting factors are the applicable pounds in total producer milk receipts.




